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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

LA.APP.274/2010

INDER SINGH ALIAS INDAL SINGH ..... Appellant
Through: Mr.L.B. Rai, Advocate
versus
UNION OF INDIA& ORS. ... Respondents

Through: Mr.Sanjay Poddar, Advocate for R-1
Mr.B.B.Sharma, Advocate for DDA

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
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08.07.2011

For orders, see LA.APP.No. 784/2005.
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much lower ‘than the sale. prlce recorded ln ExP 1.

sale prlce in the sald 4 sale deeds averages much less,j,
ural land in Delhl notlfled,by

even the mlnlmum pnce for agncult

’Court ln [a/ Slngh scase (supra) or PratapsS/nqh scase (sup
.'24'.‘;" N hlghllght that both deC|SIons penned by the Dlv_‘ On‘

;Bench of thls Court have been upheld by the Supreme Court' St

ATl

n-a""'

n fact the, _ ‘.

the Government R U S -‘ S
?23 Thus the falr market value of the lands woul-d ;be l
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apparently on the premhse that bemg cont:guous

' mdlcatlve of falr market vaIue of Iand in V’llage Bakkarwala.
‘ ‘ the DMsmn Bench

, in Pratap S/nqhs case (supra)

NO = Date

Vlllage

L g A SRR S it A W At

24 07, 1995 &
16..11.1995_«

lerl Kalan

"’.II.

11.06.1996

-3

lerl
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:'3 cqtu,_usmon"'fp‘peal No 489/2099 Ch/ran// Lé 'ﬁ
‘hnr -on 2. 6,205‘11 1 have determrned the f'_ Y e
: lands in Vlllage Ghevra at ?4 03, 425/ per blgha a. , .20 t
, @ the |ssue of comparabrhty of land in vrllag Kal K
; ‘.‘y;r,ilage Mundka Ghevra and len Kalan |t is no doubt true th'aet ,
"reas vrllage Bakkarwala does not abut NH 1' as do he ‘)
| éthe’ _vnllages but it has to be: hlghhghted that . rt is. more
i féf‘r‘o‘xmate to the urban areas of Delhr vis-a-vis. Ghevra and"-’» i o+
-Kalan and to that extent qua sald 2 vrllag‘es has an advanta 1 ‘
r Smce exactness can never be achreved in. the matters B i |
sse smg falr compensatlon |t |s the r;road pro‘babnhtle'a_, ‘ , %
| § s i rlltles WhICh matter Thus } i
| é_r._iéqu:lv'alent unless qua some Iand specnal features can be ShO‘ N f *
’. i SN Srnce the decrsron in Pratapi”S/nohs case ( ) ; 8
?'-"deals w’lrt,h‘ notrfrcatlons more proxrmate; point e to.the! g
% ‘o;tﬂcatrons W|th Wthh ] am c0ncerned’ at” :
§ "“,uld be JUSt falr and propen to determlne the falr _m' 5' ' f
E: walie: of 1vands wrth which II am concerned it f
- ‘ :market value of Iands determrned in- Pfatap S/nqh scase (sup )., i
" 'As per the deC|SIon in. Pratap S/nqhs case (supra) for the' ate: i ”
| c 24 7 1995 for Category A lands farr compensatlon assessed,»wask : E
| fr2.15,160/- per bigha and ¥1,73,500/= per bigha for Category:B PR
- Ulland:. The first notn‘lcatlon wrth whrch W Ji ern T
i {25‘:2 1997 whereunder Iands |n V|llage Mundka vyere acq‘ d,Ji o .,
% g The trme span sweeps 1 year and 216 davs /e 581 days In;; ' i .i
0 Pratap S/nqh s case (supra) the annua/ /ncrease was deter“_ e _—
f ‘to be 10% per annum (flat) Thus ,',p‘ertamlng to Category }
LA-APP 784/2005&connected o : : : ‘ 6 of . | i
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| L e ?1(1 97 162/ per ac'ﬁe and for Categ'ory_"
*ifarr market value at ?2 01 117/ per blgha i, e .?591"

1'facre

\'

; _‘.tas (supra) W|th reference to the decrsron in 'Prata@\eS/nqh»s:

1 i 4

i (supra) for agrlcultural Iands m Vlllage Ghevra pertalnlng’f

KA

V|llage Mundka should be ?4

.;:whrch | hereby ﬂx .
propose to deaI wrth “tt

e

Py
,23‘@;.‘ f

b et %_.. o
3 ';.',w—.i‘,;., . T

; I 31 As noted herema,bove in Ch/ra/:i// /.a/s case (supra)
:pertammg to the notlﬂcatlon dated 6 2 2003 falr market ‘vaI:Ue

)?4 98 589/ per brgha wh|ch comes to ?23 93 227 20 per‘:

.1

f,the same
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' :market value assessed in Ch/ran// /_a/s case I Would requl

o appreClate the pnce by 10% per annum for a perlod of 201 ¢

s,
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"acre Wthh I determlne tosbe the falr market value of Iand ‘ln,"t
»VlllagelBakkarwala asof 24:9.2003. . o EX
.‘33 Accordlngly the appeals flled by the Unlon of lndla '
'~?reqU|re to be dlsmlssed and hereby dlSmISS the sam The ,I .

B

SNSRI

'l‘)t{.;:‘_';}_iFor the land falllng in Category A land |n \/l a_ge
‘:;v__‘_;*'_cMundka the falr market value s,
Lo 32,49, 408 75 per blgha e X 11 97 162/ per acre @ nid*

| 'f'fl.i',;‘”'“ffor Category B lands the falr market value |s flxed at,

5.»',"'_"’\’19 36 440/ per acre ‘as on[_"'"‘

;”For the land srtuated ln V|llage Bakkarwala th'
market value |s flxed at ?4 98 589/ per blgh._

-*N;'For the Iand S|tuated n Vlllage Mundka the a'rmf"
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‘ W market value is. f|xed at ?4,,25 641/- per blgha Ty

[7 g compensat|on pald onglnally and as enhanced by."

by the present Judgment and decree

vii)
*7 would also be ent|tled to proportlonate costs

",_’f“ the prayers made thereln

g

?20 43 076 80 per acre as on. 24 09 2003

Appellants and cross objectors who have succeeded; v

would also be entltled to solat|um and rnterest as per:..-\

statute and as cIanﬂed in the decrsron reported 3S)
93(2001) DLT 569 Sunde/‘ vs UO/ for the._._.:.'

the Reference Court and ﬂnally on the sum enhagce AT

The appellants and cross obJectors who su

AH pendlng appllcatlons stand dlsposed of |n term

‘-;_;,,g,rPRADEEPNANDRAKxn
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